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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	The manuscript offers a great insight into the scientific community by providing details of the first taxonomic survey of microalgae in the Chenab River within the Gujrat district of Punjab, Pakistan. This knowledge is necessary for understanding the biodiversity of these microalgae which are threathened by the activities of man and climate change. In addition, the relationship between the distribution of algae, environmental and water quality will help in understanding the ecological factors influencing the water bodies. Some of these algae can also serve as bioindicators for monitoring purposes.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	The title of the article is suitable. It clearly states the focus of the research.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract summarises the research well. However, the abstract would be more structured if it follows general introduction, brief methodology, the findings and a broader significance of the research. For instance, in the first sentence of the abstract the methods used for identification and water quality analysis should be stated. It was also stated that the water quality was performed to analyse the quantity of minerals affecting algal diversity, The relationship between water quality and algae diversity if any should be mentioned.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct but can still benefit from some adjustments. In the introduction part, ‘Some physiologists have reported articles on various algal flora species in various areas of Pakistan. Previous studies, however, indicate that little has been done in the River Ravi and absolutely nothing in the River Chenab’ – the authors need to mention some of these research and how the present findings. The introduction also did not state how the type of algae collected can be indicators of pollution or eutrophication.
In the result and discussion parts, some scientific names were not italicised. Also 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	I believe the research would benefit from more and recent references. The introduction and discussion parts were sparsely referenced. Older references can be replaced with recent ones.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The use of English is appropriate and manuscript was well understood. However, the manuscript can still benefit from review from someone with a strong English skills, particularly in scientific writing.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The study offers an important preliminary taxonomic assessment of microalgae in the understudied Chenab and Ravi Rivers of Punjab, Pakistan, finding a significant diatom-dominated diversity and investigating potential environmental impacts. However, it might benefit from additional methodological specificity, better result presentation, and a more in-depth discussion that directly connects algal populations to observed environmental factors and current research. Additional improvement is required to improve its scientific rigour and impact.
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in detail)
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